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PTATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY

Harassment in the Peniagon

When' the _top 13%2'?1%@_1}1:.2:11&20\!1 begins to
mandate “voluntary™ lie detector tests ‘or senior

government policymakers in an amateurish effort to
track down news leaks in the leakiest city in the
world, the nation has sunk below even low comedy.
Lie detectors are powerful medicine at the Central
Intelligence Agency, the last stop on Deputy Secre-
tary of Defense Frank Carlucci’s career before he
moved over to the Pentagon, and Carlucci, by starting
them in his new post, brought the fixation with him.
Their use was a blunder that will reopen 2ll the old.
CIA wounds and hurt the Administration.

A corollary qusstion is why the volunteers for the
lie detéctor tests volunteered to take them at all.
There was snickering—hollow snickering—all over
Washington at the spectacle of senior officials strap-
ping themselves into the polygraph chair and sweating
out answers to trick questions. It was a disgraceful
. ordeal for those who submitted. The impact on morale
and mutual confidence will far outweigh the petty
return from exposing some loose-tongued bureaucrat,
which has not yet happened. If grown men in the
Central Intelligence Agency want to play James Bond
games, that is a matter for those who really volunteer.
To export such nonsense to the Defense Dept., whose

military forces are sworn to risk their lives in defense

of the nation, is contrary to what the United States is

all ubout. Such methods are right at home in the -

Soviet Union, not here. )
The sad fact is that most of the uproar over

so-called leaks involves subjects that are a long way

from national security. Advance word on such issues
as Administration urban programs and tax exemp-
tions for private schools brought presidential thunder,
but government agencies then overreacted by virtually
severing contact with the press for working level
officials in the most national security innocuous
cffices of the government. )

Even a Defense Dept. story that figursd in the
explosion—a report from a Defense Resources Board
mezting that the Reagan defense program was under-
funded by $750 billion—was hardly a matter of
national security. Unquestionably, it was highly sensi-
tive politically. As usual, it was the political hot
potato that generated the outcry that the security of
the nation was being breached.

No truly democratic society is ever going to have a
meeting of the minds completely between the advo-
cates of complete freedom of information and those of
complete secrecy. A point often lost sight of in the
conflict is to whom the information belongs funda-

mentally. Government classifiers often behave like .

some taxing authorities who assume all private
income belongs to the government, which then decides
how much the earner will get to share. The people

Reagan Administration, and by some in Congress
who are flirting with a U.S. version of the British

Official Secrets Act. Despite President Reagan’s -

press conference avowal that his will be an open

Administration, the Iron Curtain is clanging down

between the government and the press ruch as it did
in the darker days of the Nixon Administration.
Retired Adm. Daniel J. Murphy, now Vice Presi-
dent Bush’s chief of staff but deputy under secretary
of Defznse for policy review at the time of the
so-called Stealth leaks in the summer of 1980, provid-
ed some common sense on the subject when the House
Armed Services investigations subcommittee looked
into the case. Murphy carried out witch hunts of his

.own during his Central Intelligence Agency years, but

his comments to the subcommittse suggested they
were 2 waste of time. The Defense Dept. had decided
years ago not to investigate newsmen or place them
under surveillance to find their sources, he said, based
on the rights of the press to “freely gather informa-
tion without harassment or curtailment by the govern-
ment.” The courts in the Pentagon Papers case during
the Vietnam conflict interpreted the rights of the

_press very broadly in what it had the legal right to

publish, and that Defense policy was in line with the
legal precedents. Then Murphy went on to recount
the historic futility of attempting to track down leaks

swithin the Defense Dept.’s own ranks, for which he

was unfairly criticized by the subcommittee as being
complacent. Often enough, he told the subcommittee,
the information has been distributed not to tens but to
hundreds or thopsands within the Defense establish-
ment. Frequently enough, when there is 2 complaint
about a leak of classified information, the information
turns out to be no longer classified.

“] think it is possible to influence this process by.

instilling greater security discipline from the top
down,” Murphy said, “and this can be done by
positive leadership moves. I don': think the solution is

prosecutions, or a more repressive climate of probes.

and checks and harassment of the news media.”
Repressive climate is exactly what is now gripping
the Pentagon and the rest of the government in the
latest flap over leaks, which is itself a misnomer. A
leak defined by a journalist is the story that the
competition got as opposed to the exciting exclusive in

his own pages-when the situation is reversed. To the .

government, it is a story that got out without official
sanction, regardless of whether the public bad a right
to know. : :
Repression is absolutely the wrong impression that
Ronald Reagan needs at home or abroad at this
critical point in his Administration. Too many of his
political opponents believe he is a nascent oligarch
hiding behind a genial smile. Harassment in the

who paid for it actually have the first claim on the “\_Pentagon will simply confirm that belief on the part

government’s decisions and actions, and it is by their
Jeave that the military can classify to protect the lives
of its troops and civilian citizenry.

There-is-a—drift-toward-censorship brso:he in the -

“of his opposition and dismay his own constituency,

which rode into office calling for more, not less,
freedom from government control.
SR —William H. Gregory
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WASHINGTON—-The Reagan'
® Admmxsn'atxorr'l‘uesday ordered ofi-!
*ficials involved in national seeunty,
i.to sign a secrecy'pledge and-agree-
“to cooperate<in invesﬁgaﬁons .'of
leaks of classified information =574
¥ .The order; part. of a. crackduwd’
Prwdent Reagan ordered on \mau-‘
- thorized disclosures of national se+-
cunty information, also strxctlyhm«
. its aciéess by government officials to
“siuch  infofmation. I addition?it
- calls for' Atty: Gen. William Frernch'
- Smith to review the effectivenessof
—; existing laws on such disclomires:t}
{£3'However, the order- was- not‘ns;
“stringent as some mtelhgence-otﬁ'
cialst had * proposed.’: In-: *face.ﬂ“ita
"dropped one provision of a Jarg:12:
- presidential directive that.thepress..
‘and some government information
i officers. had- criticized:"a“ reqmre»’
N meut that: government’ ‘employees:|
_get a senior official’spermission @eu
fore contacting the media and then.]

Earlichimﬁchupphnud-_; 5
ZThe’ order-sxgngd by William P..
Clark, Reagan’s-assistant: for:na--
tional secmtraxpersededthe.lax;j

that~"alh legal methods" would be

PeoplesRepubhcof China; whi
had not been informed beforehand:: %}

JS ANGELES TIMES
3 February 1982

J-One other story; out of the Pentass:
g’oﬁ: "Way afchm nrt.icle fn" 'the

w ‘ch each copy of a-document cir-'}
{ilated - by::the -National - Security |
will be affixed with a num=:
bered coverisheet bearing a i:otaa~
tion - that:=includes - the . secrecy
pledge and agreement to coopente
in investigations. -The eovep,sheet
containsthisnotice: - . - i #3E3s
#=*Theattached doumentcontams
{sensitive National Security. Council’
sinformation. It:is to be read and dis-"
ycusaed +:by~persons ant.homed
“Your stgnamre acknow!edges you are
mhapersonandyompromxseyouwm
show or discuss infarmation contained in
the docurnent only with persons who are
-authorized by law to have access to this
documenu I R - o
“Personshandhng this documt ‘ac
;knowledge he orshe knows and under-

- more said, “I'm delighted that the section:
on media contacts was dropped. When |-

‘cent ‘anti-leak. actmnes and the znew |
.Clarkorder.

.last féew weeks has done clearly —be-
-yond and dbove the four corners of this-
.document—is. send“a. messagem:mugh
“the ranks that the President regardsthe

:formanon 'as’ a 'serious ‘matter; CAtS the.,

wirAfter the - dzrectwe was -issued, that
provision wag criticized by newsmen; in |
cluding Barrie Dunsmore.of ‘ABC-TV,
president of the.State Department Cor-
respondents ‘Assn.,. who.-wrote Clark a]
letter saying the directive-already had
caused some officials.to cancel- appomt—
mentsw:th]omalmi.? = R, J

Clark met with Dtmsmore and severaL
other reporters. Monday before deciding
to delete that provision from hisorder.. -

- Aftertheneworderwaalssued,Duns :

talked with Clark Monday, the:draft of
the order we were shown still had that
section in it, and it would have been de- _
vastat.mgxfxt had been. xmplemented.” 3
3 Speakmg of the Administration’s re-

e
AT '--‘W«‘

“What. much of this endeavor of the’

unauthorized disclosure of classified-in--,

"same time, he recognizes the need for a™
“continued flow'of legmmate information;.
“and it (the order) is intended to Tecog-
nize that flow andpermxutto goforward j
ummped orras i :

:gtands. the security lawrelaung-thmto
4and ‘will cooperate fully with-any lawfull
mvesugahon »: by, the United ' States
hgovernment into:any -unauthaorized dis
gclogire of ; classified : informauon con-|
z;tamed herein. R LW i
? 3The orderrequutsmty,Gen.Smxth tol
ene .by -Mareh .« 1 ;an..mteragency

"Ak.—--&

hﬂlquffoet’ Foteea Chango_ roed
Gergen said i Clark~ had"“’dropped the
pravzsion in the Jan: 12 directive regulat-
-ing media ‘contacts because’ of a- feelmg;
Ahat it had-“a chilling effect” on
‘ment-press relations.-:+ ¥ it A= i *‘
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